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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-51 are presented for the examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 



requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 22, 40-51 are rejected as non-statutory because it is not tangibly embodied. 

Claims 22 and 40 recite " A computer-readable medium ". The specification (page 8, In * 
18) defines data signal such as a carrier wave. Carrier wave is incapable of being touched or 
perceived absent the tangible medium through which they are conveyed; therefore, claims 22 and 
40 are non-statutory. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 40, 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Dawson et al (US 6,230,198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065^556 Bl). 
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As to claim 1, Dawson teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: a 
configuration request (received event is received directly from a client; generating a server-to- 
server event message for said received event, col 9, In 18-21/a sever-to-server event message 50, 
col 5, In 64-67/ the logging event message generator 53 responds to one of the received client or 
server events for which the coupled server 17 is a receiver by generating a server-to-server event 
massage 50, col 5, In 64-67/ the logging event message generator generates a server-to server 
event message in response to the request from the client), indicating( source trail of received 
message, col 9, In 45-50/ A server -to -server event message is generated for the received event, 
the message including: ... a source trail indicating, col 2, In 24-28/ the event message is 
transmitted to the receiving server only if the receiver server identifier is absent from the parsed 
source trail, col 2, In 40-43), a set of one or more receivers( the ones of receivers 12, 30, 32, 34, 
36, 37, 38, col 5, In 57-59), receiving a configuration request, the configuration request 
indicating a set of one or more devices to which to log messages( col 8, In 45-48/ In 62-65/col 9, 
In 45-50 ), and publishing the message to the set of one or more receiver(col 8, In 45-48/ In 62- 
65/col 9, In 45-50). 

Dawson does not explicitly teach instantiating the set of one more devices, receiving a 
request to log message. However, Hickey teaches instantiating the set of one more devices (at 
least one peripheral device operable connected to a server, col 1, In 5-10/ col 35-40/ Fig. 1), 
receiving a request to log message (request to log and event, col 3, In 47-48). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson and Hickey because Hickey' s instantiating the set 
of one more devices, receiving a request to log message would improve the efficiency of 
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Dawson's system by allowing logging event data can be maintained for a persistent connection 
when the event data being downloaded and allowing the server to attend to multiple requests. 

As to claim 2, Dawson teaches creating a trace object (col 2, In 24-30). 

As to claim 40, it is an apparatus claim of claim 1; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 1 above. In additional, Hickey teaches registering each device in the set with a 
publisher (registering device operable connected to a server using a log manager device driver. 
The method includes the steps of registering the log manager driver with a server to receive all 
incoming event data, col 2, and In 34-35). 

As to claim 45, it is an apparatus claim of claim 2; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 2 above. 

4. Claims 3, 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dawson et al 
(US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Elmore et al (US 2006/005910? Al). 

As to claim 3, Dawson and Hickey do not teach the trace object is formatted in 
accordance with an extensible markup language (XML). However, Elmore teaches the trace 
object is formatted in accordance with an extensible markup language (XML)(logging service 
maintains an XML file which specifies a list of value are used to determine whether to log a 
message, right col 134, In 40-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey and Elmore because Elmore's an extensible 



Application/Control Number: 10/632,518 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2194 

markup language (XML) would improve the efficiency of Dawson and Hickey' s systems by 
providing a messages contain identifiers for the security of log event. 

As to claim 46, it is an apparatus claim of claim 3; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 3 above. 

5. Claims 4, 5, 9, 43, 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dawson et al (US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Austen et al (US 6,842870 B2). 

As to claim 4, Dawson and Hickey do not teach each device is associated with an 
indication of the types of message logged. However, Austen teaches each device is associated 
with an indication of the types of messages logged (identifying an error type for the error log, 
responsive to an identification that the error log is a regional error log, identifying each partition 
to receive the error log, col 7, In 24-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey and Austen because Austen's each device 
is associated with an indication of the types of messages logged would improve the efficiency of 
Dawson and Hickey' s systems by providing an improved instruction of computer for handling 
particular errors log to corresponding logically partitioned data processing system. 

As to claim 5, Dawson teaches publishing the message further comprises sending a 
pointer to each device that logs messages of a type associated with the message, the pointer 
pointing to memory that includes the trace object (col 9, In 18-25). 
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As to claim 9, Austen teaches an environment variable (col 4, In 32-37). 

As to claim 43, it is an apparatus claim of claim 9; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 9 above. 

As to claim 51, Austen teaches indicating what type of message or types of message to 
publish to the device (col 5, In 29-37). 

6. Claims 6-8, 41-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dawson et al (US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Josyula et al (US 2004/0028059 Al). 

As to claim 6, Dawson and Hickey do not teach a command line parameter. However, 
Josyula teaches a command line parameter (command line interface (CLI) shells 330, para 
[0040], In 11-19/ para [0042], In 3-12). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey and Josyula because Josyula' s a command 
line parameter would improve the efficiency of Dawson and Hickey's systems by allowing a user 
can manipulate the network node through the CLI shell. 

As to claim 7, Dawson teaches database (col 4, In 32-35) and Josyula teaches the 
command line parameter indicates that the set of devices to which to log messages is in a 
database (Para [0040], In 3-12). 

As to claim 8, Hickey teaches a registry (col 2, In 58-62). 
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As to claims 41, 42, they are apparatus claims of claims 6, 7; therefore, they are rejected 
for the same reasons as claims 6, 7 above. 

7. Claims 10, 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dawson et al (US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Currey et al (US 6,769079 Bl). 

As to claim 10, Dawson and Hickey do not teach calling a filter to indicate that the 
message is available to be logged. However, Currey teaches calling a filter to indicate that the 
message is available to be logged (allowing filtering to determine which log message go to 
which of the specified destinations 68, 10, 72, based on a limited type of source information 
associated with the process that calls syslog (), col 4, In 59-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey and Currey because Currey's calling a filter 
to indicate that the message is available to be logged would improve the efficiency of Dawson 
and Hickey's systems by providing a reliable and flexible logging of error which allows 
messages to be filtered and forwarded to different destination as desired. 

As to claim 13, Dawson teaches the message to determine whether to send the message 
or data derived from the message to a device (col 6, In 40-45). 

As to claim 14, Currey teaches the request to log a message comes from a current thread 

(col 5, In 52-55). 
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8. Claims 11, 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dawson et 
al (US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 above, in view 
of Currey et al (US 6,769079 Bl) and further in view of Chirashnya et al (US. Patent 6,598179 
Bl). 

As to claim 11, Dawson, Hickey and Currey do not teach the filter is called through a 
callback function. However, Chirashnya teaches the filter is called through a callback function 
(list of errors in the filtering table and criteria defined by callback functions 32, col 5, In 23-24). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey, Currey and Chirashnya because 
Chirashnya' s the filter is called through a callback function would improve the efficiency of 
Dawson, Hickey and Currey' s systems by allowing the callback function script to check each 
error type for relevance thus the error selection criteria can be easily modified and added to 
without recompilation of the system. 

As to claim 47, it is an apparatus claim of claim 11; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 1 1 above. 

9. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dawson et al 
(US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 above, in view of 
Currey et al (US 6,769079 Bl) and further in view Suwaki (Event Report Management method). 
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As to claim 12, Dawson, Hickey and Currey do not teach a notification by the filter that a 
test has completed. However, Suwaki teaches a notification by the filter that a test has completed 
(a filter test to notification and informs a manager of this test contents, page 2, In 1-3). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey, Currey and Suwaki because Suwaki 's a 
notification by the filter would improve the efficiency of Dawson, Hickey and Currey' s systems 
by reducing the memory capacity necessary for holding the information. 

10. Claims 15-18, 48-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dawson et al (US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 
above, in view of Currey et al (US 6,769079 Bl) and further in view of Maurille (US 6,484,196 
Bl). 

As to claim 15, Dawson , Hickey and Currey do not teach providing a context identifier 
that identifies a context of the current thread. However, Maurille teaches providing a context 
identifier that identifies a context of the current thread (threading information (parent and child 
message ID), col 3, In 18-23/ thread ID, col 8, In 31-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey, Currey and Maurille because Maurille 's 
the filter is called through a callback function would improve the efficiency of Dawson, Hickey 
and Currey 5 s systems by allowing the internet with two levels of threading to transfer 
information between the nodes smoothly. 
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As to claim 16, Maurille teaches the context identifier further identifies a context of a 
parent thread associated with the current thread (col 3, In 18-23/ col 8, In 33-38). 

As to claim 17, Maurille teaches publishing the message comprises providing 
information that uniquely identifies the thread (col 9, In 10-15). 

As to claim 18, Maurille teaches the information comprises an identifier that identifies a 
machine on which the current thread executes, a name of a process that spawned the current 
thread, an identifier that identifies the process, and an identifier that identifies the thread (col 3, 
In 15-25). 

As to claims 48, 49, they are apparatus claims of claims 15, 16, 18; therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 15, 16, 18 above. 

11. Claims 19-22, 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dawson et al (US 6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,065556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Kougiouris et al (US 2005/0028171 Al). 

As to claim 19, Dawson and Hickey do not teach receiving the configuration request 
occurs after an application that requests to log the message has been compiled, such that the 
application is not required to be recompiled to publish messages. However Kougiouries teaches 
receiving the configuration request occurs after an application that requests to log the message 
has been compiled (When requesting a client-side logging component to log an event, a module 
may pass the event mask information to determine whether the event is associated with a 
category, para [0060], In 7-12/ If the client sign logging component determines that the event 
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received from the client-side logging component may timestamp the event. . . creating a data 
structure representing the event, para[0077], In 1-8), application is not required to be recompiled 
to publish messages( the types of events they sent to the centralized event lob, without requiring 
code to be recompiled, or the event service to be re-started, para[0008], In 5-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey and Kougiouris because Kougiouris 's the 
configuration request occurs after an application that requests to log the message, the application 
is not required to be recompiled would improve the efficiency of Dawson, Hickey's systems 
avoiding any possible overhead involved in process switching. 

As to claim 20, Kougiouris teaches the message is published on a first machine and 
wherein the request to log the message is received from a second machine (para [0086], In 4-10/ 
para [0088], In 1-6). 

As to claim 21, Kougiouris teaches combining a request to log a first message from the 
first machine with a request to log a second message received from the second machine before ' 
publishing the message on the first machine (right col 7, In 25-29). 

As to claim 22, it is an apparatus claim of claim 1; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 1 above. 

As to claim 50, it is an apparatus claim of claim 20; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 20 above. 



12. Claims 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kougiouris 
et al (US 2005/0028171 Al) in view of Dawson et al (6,230,198 Bl). 
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As to claim 23, Kougiouris teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: a 
logger (the client-side logging component 106, para [0049], In 1-6/ para [0064], In 5-10), an 
interface configured (various functions or methods callable by module 108, para [0064], In 3-5), 
a request (requesting, para [0060], In 7-12), logger having an interface configured to receive a 
request to log a message (para [0063], In 5-10/ para [0060], In 7-12), a local publisher (the server 
side logging component, para[0086], In 4-10), a log message( log event information, para[0088], 
In 1-6), a local publisher configured to receive a log message from the logger( para[0086], In 4- 
10/para[0080],lnl-6) 

Kougiouris does not explicitly teach a set of one or more devices configured to log 
messages, the set selectable at run time. However, Dawson teaches a set of one or more devices 
configured to log messages (various receivers are typically provided to receive certain of the 
events. . . example of receivers which are part of the server subsystem include server console 12, 
. . . database, col 4, In 28-35), the set selectable at run time (the logging distributor 54 examines 
the parsed source trail 62 of step 1 14 for the identifier of the coupled receiving server 18, col 45r 
50/ Fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Kougiouris and Dawson because Dawson's a set of one or 
more devices configured to log messages, the set selectable at run time would improve the 
teaching of Kougiouris's system by allowing the logging system to log the event to appropriate 
receivers thereby avoiding a loop. 



Application/Control Number: 10/632,518 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2194 

As to claim 24, Kougiouris teaches a filter configured to receive a notification when the 
local publisher publishes a message, (para [0093], In 3-9). 

13. Claims 25, 28, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kougiouris et al (US 2005/0028171 Al) in view of Dawson et al (6,230,198 Bl), as applied to 
claim 23 above, and further in view of Austen et al (US 6,842870 B2). 

As to claim 25, Kougiouris and Dawson do not teach the filter determines whether to 
forward the message or data derived from the message to one of the devices. However, Austen 
teaches the filter determines whether to forward the message or data derived from the message to 
one of the devices (filtering error logs such that only errors that pertain to a particular partition 
are reported to that partition, col 5, In 3-7). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Kougiouris and Dawson and Austen because Austen's each 
device is associated with an indication of the types of messages logged would improve the 
efficiency of Kougiouris and Dawson's systems by providing an improved instruction of 
computer for handling errors logs in a logically partitioned data processing system. 

As to claims 28 and 29, Kougiouris teaches the interface provides access to methods 
associated with the logger, the interface being customized to operate with a programming 
language or programming model, wherein the programming model comprises a component 
object model (COM)(para [0092], In 6-1 1). 
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14. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kougiouris et al 
(US 2005/0028171 Al) in view of Dawson et al (6,230,198 Bl), as applied to claim 23 above, in 
view of Austen et al (US 6,842870 B2), and further in view Suwaki (Event Report Management 
method). 

As to claim 26, Kougiouris, Dawson, Austen do not teach a notification by the filter that 
a test has completed. However, Suwaki teaches a notification by the filter that a test has 
completed (a filter test to notification and informs a manager of this test contents, page 2, In 1-3). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Kougiouris, Dawson, Austen and Suwaki because Suwaki 's 
a notification by the filter would improve the efficiency of Kougiouris, Dawson and Austen's 
systems by providing the memory capacity necessary for holding the information can be reduced. 

15. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kougiouris et al 
(US 2005/0028171 Al) in view of Dawson et al (6,230,198 Bl), as applied to claim 23 above, in 
view of Austen et al (US 6,842870 B2) and further in view of Chirashnya et al (US. Patent 
6,598179 Bl). 

As to claim 27, Kougiouris, Dawson, Austen do not teach the filter is called through a 
callback function. However, Chirashnya teaches the filter is called through a callback function 
(list of errors in the filtering table and criteria defined by callback functions 32, col 5, In 23-24). 
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It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Kougiouris, Dawson, Austen and Chirashnya because 
Chirashnya's the filter is called through a callback function would improve the efficiency of 
Kougiouris, Dawson and Austen's systems by allowing the callback function script to check each 
error type for relevance thus the error selection criteria can be easily modified and added to 
without recompilation of the system. 

16. Claims 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kougiouris 
et al (US 2005/0028171 Al) in view of Dawson et al (6,230,198 Bl), as applied to claim 23, and 
further in view of Mohan (US. Patent 5,418940). 

As to claim 30, Kougiouris and Drawson do not teach allocates a buffer. However, 
Mohan teaches allocates a buffer (allocated a log buffer 20 from main memory for storage of log 
records destined for system log 21, col 6, In 41-44). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Kougiouris, Dawson and Mohan because Mohan's teach 
allocates a buffer would improve the efficiency of Kougiouris, Dawson 's systems by allowing 
a buffer to be transmitted out for recording to minimize the seek and latency delays. 

As to claim 31, Mohan teaches allocates memory from the buffer to receive the log 
message (col 6, In 42-44). 
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17. Claims 32-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kougiouris 
et al (US 2005/0028171 Al) in view of Dawson et al (6,230,198 Bl), as applied to claim 23, and 
further in view of Elmore et al (US 2006/0059107 Al). 

As to claim 32, Dawson teaches trace object (col 2, In 24-30) 

Kougiouris and Dawson do not teach log message in an extensible markup language 
(XML). However, Elmore teaches log message in an extensible markup language 
(XML)(logging service maintains an XML file which specifies a list of value are used to 
determine whether to log a message, right col 134, In 40-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Kougiouris, Dawson and Elmore because Elmore's an 
extensible markup language (XML) would improve the efficiency of Kougiouris, Dawson 
systems by providing a messages contain identifiers for the security of log event. 

As to claim 33, Kougiouris teaches an application configured to request that messages be 
logged via the logger (para [0086], In 5-6). 

As to claim 34, Kougiouirs teaches the application operates asynchronously with 
respect to the logger (para [0077], In 8-12). 

As to claim 35, Kougiourirs teaches the application continues executing even if there is 
insufficient memory to log the message (para [0078], In 10-15). 

As to claim 36, Kougiourirs teaches the application operates synchronously with respect 
to the logger (para [0077], In 6-8). 
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As to claim 37, Dawson teaches the set of one or more devices is selected after the 
application is compiled (col 5, In 50-60). 

As to claim 38, Kougiourirs teaches each device is configured to transform a received 
log message for display, output, storage, or transmission( para[0046], In 1-12). 

As to claim 39, Kougiourirs teaches a reader configured to read a trace comprised of data 
derived from the log messages and to display the trace in a hierarchical manner (para [0046], In 
1-12). 

18. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dawson et al (US 
6,230198) in view of Hickey et al (US 7,095556 Bl), as applied to claim 1 above, in view of 
Josyula et al (US 2004/0028059 Al) and further in view of Austen et al (US 6,842870 B2). 

As to claim 44, Dawson and Hickey do not teach a command line parameter. However, 
Josyula teaches a command line parameter (command line interface (CLI) shells 330, para 
[0040], In 1 1-19/ para [0042], In 3-12). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey and Josyula because Josyula' s a command 
line parameter would improve the efficiency of Dawson and Hickey' s systems by allowing a user 
can manipulate the network node through the CLI shell. 

Dawson, Hickey and Josyula do not teach an environment variable. However, Austen 
teaches an environment variable (Operating system 201a-204 a exist, col 4, In 30-35). 
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It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Dawson, Hickey, Josyula and Austen because Austen's an 
environment available would improve the efficiency of Dawson and Hickey' s systems by 
providing an improved instruction of computer for handling errors logs in a logically partitioned 
data processing system. 
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